
I 
I STATE OF INDIANA ) IN THE ALLEN CIRCUIT COURT 
I 

1 ) SS: 
I 

1 COUNTY OF ALLEN 1 CAUSE NO. 
, 
I 

STATE OF IND'IANA, 1 

Plaintiff, 
FILED BY 

CERTIFIED OR REGISTERED hAPlt 
1 T.R.5 IF) 

v. 1 
) JUN 0 9 2006 

DANIEL H. TURKETTE, and ) 
THE GREAT AMERICAN 
SPICE COMPANY, INC., i 

k-.-: r . l + * C : ' C . ? . . ' , ~  ,.., 
) 

Defendant. ) 

COMPLAINT FOR INJUNCTION, 
RESTITUTION, COSTS, AND CIVIL PENALTIES 

The Plaintiff, State of Indiana, by Attorney General Steve Carter and Deputy 

Attorney General Terry Tolliver, petitions the Court, pursuant to the Indiana Deceptive 

Consumer Sales Act, Indiana Code 5 24-5-0.5-1, et seq., for injunctive relief, consumer 

restitution, costs, civil penalties, and other relief. 

PARTIES 
J 

1. The Plaintiff, State of Indiana, is authorized to bring this action and to 

seek injunctive and other statutory relief pursuant to Ind. Code § 24-5.0.5-4(c). 

2. The Defendant, Daniel H. Turkette, is an individual engaged in the sale of 

goods to consumers via the Internet fiom his principal place of business, located in Allen 

County, at 628 Leesburg Road, Fort Wayne, Indiana, 46808-2500. 



3. The Defendant, f i e  Great American Spice Company, Inc., is a for-profit 

domestic corporation engaged in the sale of goods to consumers via the Internet from its 

principal place of business, located in Allen County, at 628 Leesburg Road, Fort Wayne, 

Indiana, 46808-2500. 

4. The Defendant, Daniel H. Turkette, serves as President of the Defendant 

Corporation, The Great American Spice Company, Inc. Upon information and belief, the 

Defendant, Daniel H. Turkette, has failed to operate the Defendant Corporation as a 
i 

distinct entity and has used the Defendant Corporation to defraud others. 

FACTS 

A. Allegations Related to Consumer Geary Norris' Transaction. 

5. On or about July 21,2004, the Defendants entered into a contract via the 

Internet with Geary Norris ("Norris") of Slater, Missouri, wherein the Defendants 

represented they would sell spices to Noms for Fifty-One Dollars and Thirty-One Cents 

1 ($5 1.3 I), which Norris paid. 

6. Pursuant to Ind. Code 8 24-5-0.5-3(a)(10), the Defendants are presumed to 

have represented at the time of the sale they would deliver the spices within a reasonable 

period of time. 

7.  As of today, the Defendants have yet to either deliver the spices, or to 

/ provide a refbnd to Norris. 
I 

I 

1 B. Allegations Related to Consumer Ken Stringer's Transaction. 
I 

8. On or about ~ u g u s t  5,2004, the Defendants entered into a contract via the I Internet with Ken Stringer ("Stringer") of fenton, Missouri, wherein the Defendants I 



represented they would sell spices to Stringer for Thirty-Eight Dollars and Sixty-One 

Cents ($38.61), which Stringer paid. 

9. Pursuant to Ind. Code 5 24-5-0.5-3(a)(10), the Defendants are presumed to 

have represented at the time of the sale they would deliver the spices within a reasonable 

/ period of time. 

10. As of today, the Defendants have yet to either deliver the spices, or to 

provide a rehnd to Stringer. 

C. Allegations Related to Consumer Muriel Castain's Transaction. 

1 1. On or about August 6,2004, the Defendants entered into a contract via the 

Internet with Muriel Castain ("Castain") of North Babylon, New York, wherein the 

Defendants represented they would sell spices to Castain for Twenty-Five Dollars 

($25.00), which Castain paid. 

12. Pursuant to Ind. Code 4 24-5-0.5-3(a)(10), the Defendants are presumed to 

have represented at the time of the sale they would deliver the spices within a reasonable 

I period of time. 

I 13. As of today, the Defendants have yet to either deliver the spices, or to 

1 provide a refund to Castain. 

D. Allegations Related to Consumer Thomas L. Brown's Transaction. 
I 

i 14. On or about August 20,2004, the Defendants entered into a contract via 

1 the Internet with Thomas L. Brown ("Brown") of Rodersdorf, Switzerland, wherein the 

I Defendants represented they would sell spices to Brown for One Hundred Seventeen 

/ Dollars and Sixty Cents ($1 17.60), which Brown paid. 
' 

I 



1 15. Pursuant to Ind. Code tj 24-5-0.5-3(a)(10), the Defendants are presumed to 
i 

1 have represented at the time of the sale they would deliver the spices within a reasonable 

i 
I period of time. 
I 

1 16. As of today, the Defendants have yet to either deliver the spices, or to 

! provide a refund to Brown. 
i 

E. Allegations Related to Consumer Karen Braymen's Transaction. 

17. On or about October 24,2004, the Defendants entered into a contract via 

I 
i the Internet with Karen Braymen ("Braymen") of Arnes, Iowa, wherein the Defendants 
I 
I 

represented they would sell spices to Braymen for Thirty-Five Dollars ($35.00), which . 
I 

Brayrnen paid. 
I 

1 18. Pursuant to Ind. Code tj 24-5-0.5-3(a)(10), the Defendants are presumed to 

1 have represented at the time of the sale they would deliver the spices within a reasonable 

/ period of time. 
1 

! 19. As of today, the Defendants have yet to either deliver the spices, or to 

I provide a refund to Brayrnen. 

I F. Allegations Related to Consumer Alan Kearney's Transaction. 
I 
I 

I 20. On or about December 9,2004, the Defendants entered into a contract via 

I the Internet with Alan Kearney ("Kearney") of Jupiter, Florida, wherein the Defendants 
j 

: represented they wbuld sell a hot cinnamon toothpick kit to Kearney for Twenty Dollars 

I 
I and Seventy-Four Cents ($20.74), which Kearney paid. 

I 

, 21. , Pursuant to Ind. Code 5 24-5-0.5-3(a)(l0), the Defendants are presumed to 

1 have represented at the time of the sale they would deliver the hot cinnamon toothpick kit 
I 

I within a reasonable period of time. 1 
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